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DETAILED ACTION 

In view of the newly discovered references, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. If applicant wishes to reinstate an appeal after prosecution is reopened, 
appellant must file a new notice of appeal in compliance with 37 CFR 41. 31 and a 
complete new appeal brief in compliance with 37 CFR 41.37. 

A Technology Center Director or designee has personally approved 
the REOPENED PROSECUTION set forth above by signing below: 



Based on the BPAI's decision mailed on 1 1/19/08, Claims 32-47 have been 
affirmed and are rejected under the same grounds of rejection as set forth in the 
06/02/2006 Office Action and included below. Claims 1-31 , 48 and 49 are 
pending and rejected under the new ground of rejection as set forth below. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences 
between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in 
which the invention was made. 



1. Claims 1-24, 26-30 and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Allard et al. [US. 6,249,773] in view of Yonezawa et al. 
(Patent No. 5905973). 
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As per independent claims 1, 27 and 48, Allard et al. teaches a computer 
implemented method and corresponding system for selecting and simultaneously 
displaying a plurality of digitally stored objects comprising the steps/means: 

means for displaying an array of digitally stored objects (see figure 2 and col. 
6 lines 56-67, wherein Figure 2 shows a plurality of sale products in a plurality of 
rows; wherein each row representing a sale product; further note sale products are 
stored in Inventory Warehouse DB 30 as shown in Fig. 1); 

means for displaying digitally stored objects via a webpage (e.g., see Figs. 1 , 
2 and col. 4, lines 11-27; wherein the plurality of sale products are displayed in a 
Web browser, i.e., NETSCAPE); 

means for selecting on said webpage a plurality of the displayed digitally 
stored objects (e.g., see Fig. 2 and col. 5 lines 58-67; wherein check boxes 70 
allow the user to select a plurality of sale products on the Web browser), each 
displayed digitally stored object having at least one dynamically linked associated 
destination object (e.g., see Fig. 2 and col. 5 lines 58-67, col. 6 lines 56-67; wherein 
the check boxes allow the user to dynamically include the selected objects into a 
shopping list/cart); 

Allard et al. teach means for retrieving the at least one dynamically linked 
destination object for each selected one of the plurality of the displayed digitally 
stored objects together from a storage medium (e.g., see Figs. 2, 5; wherein 
multiple selected objects in the list/cart can be retrieved by clicking the function 
"View Cart Contents" option in a pull-down menu). 
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While Allard et al. shows a "shopping cart" option that can be selected in a 
pull-down menu (e.g., see Fig. 5), Allard et al. does not explicitly show what the 
shopping cart looks like on the screen in response to the selection of this option. 
Particularly, Allard et al. does not expressly mention that the multiple retrieved 
objects are simultaneously displayed together in a single window for viewing. 

However, simultaneously displaying the plurality of retrieved items of the 
shopping list/cart in a single window for viewing is a well-known feature as 
demonstrated by Yonezawa et al. (wherein Fig. 4 shows an example of the 
shopping cart/basket contents having a plurality of retrieved items of the shopping 
cart/basket being simultaneously displayed in a single window). Accordingly, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention 
was made, to have modified the shopping list builder of Allard et al. to include the 
well-known feature of simultaneously displayed the retrieved objects of the 
shopping cart/basket in a single window for viewing to achieve the claimed 
invention. One would be motivated to make such a combination is to provide the 
ability for the customer to review the selected objects concurrently before deciding 
to buy the selected items; thus, to promote a business. 

As per claim 2, Allard et al. teach means for providing a two-dimensional 
array of graphical thumbnails of the digitally stored objects (figure 5, the two- 
dimensional array of graphical thumbnails 100 including the stored objects 110, 112 
and 114). 
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As per claim 3, Allard et al. teach the graphical thumbnails in the two- 
dimensional array can be selectively scrolled at any one of the plurality of speeds, 
and can be selectively stopped from scrolling (figure 5, a scroll bar). 

As per claim 4, Allard et al. teach the graphical thumbnails in the two 
dimensional array can be selectively scrolled vertically (figure 5, the scroll bar). 

As per claim 5, Allard et al. teach the scroll bar (figure 5). Allard et al. fail to 
teach the graphical thumbnails in the two dimensional array can be selectively 
scrolled horizontally. However, it is well known and would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the system of 
Allard to include the scroll bar to combine with the well known implementation of 
scrolling horizontally. The motivation of the combination would have been to display 
hidden items/objects that are not currently shown. 

As per claim 6, Allard et al. fail to clearly teach the two dimensional array of 
graphical thumbnails having a selectively adjustable number of columns and rows. 
However, it would have been obvious that a programmer/a software engineer 
should be able to adjust the number of columns and rows and to change a format of 
a table display. 

As per claim 7, Allard et al. teaches means for sub-framing information 
associated with the selected plurality of digitally stored objects (figure 1, sub- 
framing information (70) and sub-framing information (72). 
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As per claim 8, Allard et al. teach the sub-framing means including a 
horizontal dynamic scroll bar that allow an orderly arrangement and presentation of 
textual information (figure 2 includes the scroll bar). 

Allard et al. fail to teach the horizontal dynamic scroll bar. However, it is well 
known and would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the system of Allard to include the scroll bar to 
combine with the well known implementation of scrolling horizontally. The 
motivation of the combination would have been to display hidden icons that are not 
shown. 

As per claims 9-10 and 28, Allard et al. teach the selection means includes 
a different check box associated with each one of the plurality of digitally stored 
objects (figure 2, check boxes (70); the retrieval means includes a submit button or 
a "go" button (figure 5, selecting "View Cart Content"); each one of the plurality of 
displayed digitally stored objects adapted to be selected one at a time by using a 
computer input device to select a different check box such that a check appears in 
the check box (figure 2, a pick list includes multiple check boxes); and invoking the 
submit button using the computer input device retrieves together and 
simultaneously displays together the associated destination objects (figure 5, 
selecting the "View Cart Content"). 

As per claim 11, Allard et al. teach single clicking on the selected check box 
de-selects a link to the associated destination object so that the check box reverts 
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to being unchecked indicating that the associated destination object is un-selected 
(figure 2). 

As per claims 12 and 29, Allard et al. the selection means being adapted to 
select each selected displayed digitally stored object of the selected plurality of 
displayed digitally stored objects one at a time by pointing to a different link-token 
associated with each different one of the plurality of displayed digitally stored 
objects and (figure 2, the pick list (70), after all of the selected plurality of displayed 
digitally stored objects have been selected (all of the items in the check list are 
selected), single clicking a computer mouse button (figure 2, clicking "ADD TO 
CART"); and double clicking the computer mouse button retrieving together and 
simultaneously displays together the associated destination objects (figure 5,, select 
"VIEW CART CONTENTS"); 

As per claims 13-14, It would have been obvious that Allard et al. teach 
each one of the different associated link-tokens being a first color and each time 
one of the plurality of digitally stored objects is selected by single clicking the 
computer mouse button, the first color changes to a second color to indicate the 
selection of the digitally stored object because changing a first color to a second 
color to indicate the selection of the digitally stored object is very basic of HTML. 
The color is changed by default. The motivation would have been for the user to 
recognize the object link being selected. 
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As per claim 15, Allard et al. teach single clicking on the selected link-token 
de-selecting the link-token so that the link-token reverts to the first color indicating 
the de-selection of the link-token (figure 2). 

As per claims 16, Allard et al. teach means for selecting the plurality of 
digitally stored objects one at a time by pointing to and clicking on a different link- 
token associated with each different one of the plurality of digitally stored objects 
(figure 2, column 5, line 56 through column 6, line 20). 

As per claim 17, which is dependent on claim 16, it is a similar scope to 
claim 13; therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claims 18, Allard et al. teach the selection means being employed 
and the retrieval means being invoked using a computer mouse having a first button 
and a second button (figure 5, "ADD TO CART" button and "VIEW CART 
CONTENT" button), the plurality of digitally stored objects being selected one at a 
time by pointing to a different link-token associated with each different one of the 
plurality of digitally stored objects and clicking the first (figure 2), and then after all of 
the plurality of digitally stored objects have been selected (the first button "ADD TO 
CART" is selected, all of the objects are selected and stored in the shopping cart, 
clicking the second computer mouse button to retrieve and simultaneously display 
the associated destination objects (the second button "VIEW CART CONTENT" is 
selected, all the retrieved objects simultaneously displayed). 

As per claims 19 and 20, which are both dependent on claim 18, it would 
have been obvious that Allard et al. teach the first one of the retrieved associated 
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destination objects simultaneously displayed for viewing being made larger than the 
other simultaneously displayed destination objects by using a computer input device 
to invoke the first destination object, and when the computer input device being 
used to invoke a second one of the retrieved associated destination objects 
simultaneously displayed for viewing, the first destination object returns to the same 
smaller size of the other simultaneously displayed destination objects and the 
second destination object is made larger then the other simultaneously displayed 
destination objects because Allard teaches an hypertext markup language HTML 
page. Making larger an object image by using a computer input device is very basic 
of HTML, in order to provide better view for the users. 

As per claim 21, which is dependent on claim 18, it is a similar scope to 
claims 13 and 14, therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 22, which is dependent on claim 1 , Allard teaches the system 
being used on a personal computer (column 4, lines 10-25). 

As per claim 23, which is dependent on claim 1 , Allard teaches the system 
being used with a computer network (column 4, lines 10-25). 

As per claim 24, which is dependent on claim 1 , Allard teaches the system 
being used on a CD ROM (column 4, lines 10-25). 

As per claim 26, which is dependent on claim 1 , it is inherent that system 
would be implemented using software. 

As per claim 30, Allard et al. teach selecting each one of the plurality of 
digitally stored objects one at a time by pointing to a different link-token associated 
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with each different one of the plurality of digitally stored objects and after all of the 
digitally stored objects have been selected. It would have been obvious that Allard 
et al. teach clicking the first computer mouse button while holding down the second 
computer mouse button and clicking the first computer mouse button without 
holding the second computer mouse button in order to control the selection of these 
objects. 

2. Claims 31 and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Allard et al. [US. 6,249,773] in view of Yonezawa et al 
(Patent No. 5905973) and further in view of Daughtrey [US. 7,409,643]. 

As per claims 31 and 49, Allard et al. and Yonezawa et al. teach the 
limitation of claims 27 and 48 for the same reasons as set forth in the foregoing 
rejection of claims 27 and 48. Allard et al. and Yonezawa et al. do not teach 
primarily textual content associated with each one of the retrieved associated 
objects being sub framed. However, Daughtrey teaches the content associated with 
retrieved associated objects being sub-framed (figure 3, window 76). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, 
to have modified the shopping list builder of Allard et al. and Yonezawa et al. to 
include the sub-frame of Daughtrey. The motivation of the combination would have 
been to organize information. 
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3. Claim 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Allard et al. [US. 6,249,773] in view of Yonezawa et al (Patent No. 5905973) and 
further in view of Szabo (Patent No. 5954640). 

As per claim 25, Allard et al. and Yonezawa et al. teach the limitation of 
claim 1 for the same reasons as set forth in the foregoing rejection of claim 1 . 
Allard et al. and Yonezawa et al. do not teach the feature of the system being used 
on a wireless device. However, Szabo teach the wireless device such as hand held 
device, PDA in the on- line shopping which is the same field with the Allard's system 
(e.g., see Szabo col. 4 lines 12-31). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to have modified the shopping 
list builder of Allard et al. and Yonezawa et al. to include the wireless device of 
Szabo. The motivation of the combination would have been easy for the users to 
carry it; and access to the system everywhere. 

4. Claims 32-34 and 40-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Himmel etal. ["Himmel", US 6211874] in view of Gibson 
["Gibson", US 6313854] and further in view of Kaply ["Kaply", US 6,215,490]. 

As per independent claim 32, Himmel teaches a Web electronic document 
page displaying simultaneously together a plurality of scrolling sub-framed arrays (col. 
7, lines 18-29 and col. 7, lines 46-67 through col. 8, lines 1-36). It is inherent in 



Application/Control Number: 09/544,036 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2179 

Himmers system that each sub-framed array is independently and selectively stopped 
and scrolled at a selective speed by a viewer (using the scrollbar control.) 
Himmel does not disclose the plurality of scrolling sub-framed arrays displayed within a 
single electronic webpage. Gibson discloses a plurality of scrolling sub- framed arrays 
112a, 112b and 112c displayed within a single electronic webpage 114 fig. 6; col. 8, 
lines 6-43). It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to use 
the teaching from Gibson of displaying a plurality of scrolling sub-framed arrays 
displayed within a single electronic webpage since users can more effectively 
manipulate and manage the viewable area of the browser while preserving the 
advantages of frames. Modified Himmel does not disclose each sub-framed array 
containing a frame containing a plurality of thumbnails and a plurality of independently 
selectable sub-frames. Kaply discloses a plurality of sub-framed windows containing 
scrolling arrays, each sub-framed array containing a plurality of thumbnails and a 
plurality of independently selectable sub-frames (fig. 5A). It would have been obvious to 
an artisan at the time of the invention to use the teaching from Kaply of including a 
plurality of thumbnails in each of the sub-framed arrays in modified Himmers system 
since the thumbnails would give more of a hint (information) than plain texts. 

As per claim 33, which is dependent on claim 32, modified Himmel does not 
disclose when a page loads for a first time a default category selected by a website 
operator is displayed, and when the page loads for a time other than the first time, a 
category corresponding to the category last viewed by the viewer when they accessed 
the page is displayed. It is inherent in Himmers web-based system that when a multi- 
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frame web page is loaded for the first time, the default category frame is loaded and 
when the page is loaded for a time other than the first time, by hitting the back button, a 
category corresponding to the category last viewed by the viewer when they accessed 
the page is displayed. 

As per claim 34, which is dependent on claim 32, modified Himmel does not 
disclose each sub-framed array includes a progress bar indicating how much of the total 
array has been viewed, the bar also indicating the beginning and end of the sub-frame 
array. Kaply discloses the two vertical and horizontal scrollbars with the progress bars 
160 in fig. 4. It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to use 
the teaching from Kaply of including a progress bar in each sub-frame array indicating 
how much of the total array has been viewed and indicating the beginning and end of 
the sub-frame array in the modified Himmel's system since it would help the users to 
know where they are in the arrays of the thumbnails. 

As per claim 40, which is dependent on claim 32, modified Himmel does not 
disclose when a viewer removes a cursor from a thumbnail; the sub-frame array in 
which the thumbnail resides resumes scrolling. Kaply's system in fig. 58 implies that 
when the viewer removes the cursor from a thumbnail in order to scroll the scrollbar, the 
array in which the thumbnail resides resumes scrolling. It would have been obvious to 
an artisan at the time of the invention to use the teaching from Kaply of removing a 
cursor from a thumbnail, the sub-frame array in which the thumbnail resides resumes 
scrolling since the array would reveal to the viewer more available thumbnails. 
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As per claims 41, 42, and 43, which are all dependent on claim 32, it is inherent 
in Himmel's window system that the position of the thumbnail relative to the sub-frame 
array is selectively controllable by the viewer or a website operator; 

the enlarged image of the thumbnail can be selectively programmed to remain 
on-screen, be minimized or pushed to the background; the page can display any 
desired number of sub-frame arrays of interest, the sub-frame arrays able to be 
manually or automatically extended beyond the screen, scrolled horizontally and 
vertically, or resized so that all of the sub- frames are viewable. 

5. Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Himmel in view of Gibson and Kaply and further in view of Gavron et al 
("Gavron", "How To Use Microsoft Windows NT 4 Workstation"). 

As per claim 35, which is dependent on claim 32, modified Himmel does not 
disclose when a viewer moves a cursor to a thumbnail of interest, the sub-frame array 
stops rolling and high level information regarding the thumbnail appears in a dialog box 
positioned approximate to the thumbnail of interest. Kaply's system in fig. 4 implies that 
when the users do not scroll the array and move the cursor to a thumbnail of interest, 
the array stops rolling. Gavron discloses that in his figures in steps 3 and 5 page 105. 
When the user moves a mouse over a window thumbnail icon, information associated 
with that icon pop up in a dialog box that positioned approximate to that icon. It would 
have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to use the teaching from 
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Kaply and Gavron of moving a cursor to a thumbnail of interest, the sub-frame array 
stops rolling and high level information regarding the thumbnail appears in a dialog box 
positioned approximate to the thumbnail of interest in modified Himmers system since 
the dialog box associated with the interested thumbnail would give brief information 
about the thumbnail quickly. 

6. Claim 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Himmel in view of Gibson and Kaply and further in view of Tang et al [US. 
5,793,365]. 

As per claim 36, which is dependent on claim 32, modified Himmel does not 
disclose selecting a thumbnail of interest results in a larger image of the thumbnail 
appearing with more detailed information in a sub-frame that the viewer can scroll 
manually or that can be automatically scrolled. Tang discloses when selecting on the 
interested thumbnail 26 of fig. 5, the larger image of thumbnail appeared with more 
detailed information and the viewer can scroll that sub-frame by the scrollbar (fig. 6). It 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to use the teaching 
from Tang of selecting a thumbnail of interest results in a larger image of the thumbnail 
appearing with more detailed information in a sub-frame that the viewer can scroll 
manually or that can be automatically scrolled in modified Himmers system since the 
sub-frame would give more detailed information associated with the selected thumbnail, 
and at the same time it would occupy only a small window estate. 
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7. Claims 37-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Himmel in view of Gibson and Kaply and further in view of Itoh [US. 
5,966,122]. 

As per claims 37 and 38, which are dependent on claim 32 and 37 respectively, 
modified Himmel does not disclose when a viewer selects a thumbnail of interest, a 
border surrounding the thumbnail being highlighted wherein a color of the highlighted 
border changes to indicate that the image has been selected and viewed. Itoh discloses 
that in col. 11, lines 14-19. It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the 
invention to use the teaching from Itoh of coloring the highlighted thumbnail border in 
modified Himmel's system since it would clearly identify the selected thumbnail. 

As per claim 39, which is dependent on claim 38, modified Himmel does not 
disclose after viewing the thumbnail the viewer being not interested in the selected 
thumbnail, the viewer can close the image and the color of the highlighted border 
changes or disappears to indicate that the thumbnail was viewed but of no further 
interest to the viewer. Itoh discloses the border of the selected thumbnail being highlight 
in color (col. 11, lines 14-19. He does not specifically disclose, but his system implies 
that after the viewer closes the image, the color of the highlighted border changes or 
disappears to indicate that the thumbnail was viewed but of no further interest to the 
viewer. It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to use the 
teaching from Itoh of closing the image causing the color of the highlighted border 



Application/Control Number: 09/544,036 Page 17 

Art Unit: 2179 

changes or disappears in modified Himmel's system since it would inform the viewer 
that the thumbnail is no longer selected. 

8. Claim 44 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Himmel in view of Gibson and Kaply and further in view of Moore et al. [US. 

✓ 

6,330,575]. 

As per claim 44, which is dependent on claim 32, Himmers system of sub-frame 
arrays windows (in fig. 5C) inherently indicates that they could be selected and 
enlarged. Modified Himmel does not disclose the sub-frames can include transactional 
commands to process a commercial transaction. Moore discloses that in (fig. 15). It 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to use the teaching 
from Moore of including transactional commands to process a commercial transaction 
since it would allow the user to process the commercial transaction immediately after 
viewing an interested thumbnail. 

9. Claim 45 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Himmel in view of Gibson and Kaply and further in view of Collins-Rector et al. 
[US. 6,188,398]. 

As per claim 45, which is dependent on claim 32, modified Himmel does not 
disclose the thumbnails display advertising. Collins-Rector discloses that in fig. 2. It 
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would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to use the teaching 
from Collins-Rector of displaying advertising in the thumbnails in modified Himmers 
system since it would cause attention from the users. 

10. Claim 46 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Himmel in view of Gibson and Kaply and further in view of Applicant's admitted 
prior art. 

As per claim 46, which is dependent on claim 32, modified Himmel does not 
disclose the webpage including at least one textual link and at least one graphical link, 
each link representing a different category of information. The application prior art cited 
in fig. 3A of shows that user could link to different categories by clicking on textual link 
"Antiques" and graphical link "Sell your Item". It would have been obvious to an artisan 
at the time of the invention to use the teaching of including at least one textual link and 
at least one graphical link, each link representing a different category of information in 
modified Himmers system since it would vary the presentation of the pages and make 
the pages more interesting to the viewers. 

11. Claim 47 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Himmel in view of Gibson, Kaply and Applicant's admitted prior art and further in 
view of Iyengar et al. ("Iyengar", US 6360205). 



Application/Control Number: 09/544,036 Page 19 

Art Unit: 2179 

As per claim 47, which is dependent on claim 46, modified Himmel does not 
disclose the webpage including at least one control element for controlling the textual 
and graphical links, Iyengar discloses multiple control elements for controlling the 
different flight links in fig. 8. It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the 
invention to use the teaching from Iyengar of including at least one control element for 
controlling the textual and graphical links in modified Himmers system to give the user 
more criteria to filter out the linked pages. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Mylinh Tran. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Mon - Thu from 7:00AM to 3:00PM at 571-272-4141. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Weilun Lo, can be reached at 571-272-4847. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned are as follows: 

571-273-8300 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
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http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll-free). 

Mylinh Tran 
Art Unit 2179 



/Wendy Garber/ 
Director, TC 2100 



